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OGC Has Reviewed

AEHOHANDIY POR ADSO

l. The abcve olaim has besn roferyrsé to this office Fer
considerntion of the legality of payment. Es are rogues -
ing your commants in view of the faot that two membors of
your office are persc affevted. Lkr. IR an -
officer «f Speoelal Funds Divialon, 080, but legally respone
8idvle as & certifying officer ¢ the Director, hsk besn
rresented with an approved voucher in the amount of §670.70.
Aocording to ths written record before him, thare ia .ne
legal banis for the major portion of this payment. If he
made paynent undsr these circumntances, he would be persone
ally lialle for any porticn not supperted by the record.

Hr. an officer of PBZ, originated a memorandisy of

4 Seplenmbor, which 1s the turning point of tho case mn
stated in the record. If ¥r. qupart iz mocurate,
there 1s nc basis whatever for payment of per diem to
wrojJ 2fter July 3, 1947, '
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e The fects as bresented by the record, ars briefly =2z
follown: ir. wes properly authorized to come to
Washingten fisom Stanford University, Califernis, by telew
grame Irem the Chief, Personnel Procurement Ssotion, dsted
13 June and 27 July 1947. He arrived in Weshington or 29
June and was interviewed and given an {ntrodustion courase -
on 30 Jure and 1 July. On 3 July, Chief, Peracnnsl Divi- o 25
sion, 08(, recczmanded that rather than return Ers m
to Califcrnle, he bes allowed to remain in Washingto :

1;::-.; i'

per diem basis. On that same day, the Executive Off

080, sdvised the Fersonmnel D a to send him ] % S I
California. FBE now SSates in its memorandum of & Sopsems
ber, thet kr. [ vas told by talephone from the Perscrhe

Division that She roquest for per diem had been dismilowed. . =

Hr. then telephonsd Nr. s and told him hé could -

not b in sashingtcn at Covernzent expense. This was ' P

repsated in & personsal interviow on the 3rd or 7th . T

of July. ur. i stotes that ¥r. understood he - ' 25

would mot pet any per diem snd that rropoasd to

ttey in Viestington st his own expense. o
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3« If the facts dragwn from the reoord, and sst fo b above,
Washingtem after & July, weuld be & mare EZre e >
sequently illegal, no matter what Government funds would be .
used. Tie voucher now presented to kr. Nl Tor certifica-
tion, pravides for 77 days per diem from 22 June %o & Beptam=
bsr. This wcusher, approvoed by the appropriate officer; is
tinrefors, in direct contrawention of the record. It is our
understarding tet the voucher was spproved in response to
orel dircction from the Executive for A & XK. It is reportod
to be bated on an oaerlier commiiiment made by an officer of
FBZ in a personal letter to Nr. B, wiich commitment; the
Director wishes to honor.: ¥%e hiave not hsd any sush ecariite
went brovght to our attention, nor are wae aware that the
individusl purported to have made tho cowmitment was authcrs
ized %0 do 0. On the information now at hand, 4%t appears
that the later official notifisatiors to Mr. B vouid
supersede the alieged cormml tmant, '

b Unless, therefore, evidonco not now appearinz in the
record 1s produced, which clearly controverts the facts -
steted by PDZ, the proposed paymontsfrom July 4 to Septomber
6, of per dies, are i1llegal and beyond the authority, swsn

of’ the Director, to approve. Undeyr the present clrcwmstances,
it 1s our duty to bring our opiniom in this matter %o the '
Pirectorts attenticn.

LAWRENCE R. HOUSTON
Genaral Counsel
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